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To open the blind Eyes. „ Th, i; 


believe that F ESUS CHRIST is the SON 5 

of GOD by Eternal Generation of the Subſtance | 

of the FATHER — Yet we believe that the + —_— 

FATHE R's Eſſence or Subſtance' is not he 1 
tter out of which be is Begotten. 


4 | reed, Article I. 
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HAT CREEDS or CONFESSIONS of 
FAITH have a claim to Antiquity, very 
1 few, I believe, if any will take upon 
them to deny. | ph La 
The Jew we are told“ had his CREED, which 
contained the ſix Principles, the Beginning of the 
Doctrine of Chriſt, the Author of the Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews ſpeaks of. There is alſo a wel- 
| known CREED which ſome have had the Aſſu- 
rance to father upon the Apoſtles, who probably 
were as little concerned in the Compoſure of it, 
as Timothy's Grandmother Lois, or his Mother 
Eunice. It is thought, however, to have been 
framed very early, as a Summary of the Chriſ- 
tians Faith, to diftinguiſh them from the Jewiſh 
and Heathen World. F 
Beſides theſe, There are ſeveral other REE DS 
recorded by the Antients. We have a CREED 
in Jrenæus, the CREED of Origen, the CREED 
of Tertullian,theCREEDof Gregory T haumaturgus, 
the CREED of Lucian the Martyr, the CREED 


* Gill's Sermon, Form of Sound Words, E. p. 9. 
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01 . 
of the Apoſtolic Conſtitutions, the CREED of Je- 
ruſalem, the CREED of Cæſarea in Paleſtine, the 


CREED of Alexandria, the CREED of Antioch, 
the Nicene CREED as firſt Mi by the 


Council of Nice, and the Nicene CREED as 
_ enlarged by the Council of Conſtantinople :” to 


all which may be added the CREED of St. 


Athanaſius * of bleſſed Memory, and the CREED 
which is the Standard of the Popiſb Religion, 
eſtabliſhed by Pope Pius the Fourth in the Council 
of Trent. 1 


Of this CREED the Rev. Mr. William Robertſon, (to 
whom I acknowledge myſelf indebted for the Account of 
the ſeveral CREEDS above-mentioned) gives the following 
remarkable Account. 9 <4 | | 

After taking Notice of a Variety of CREED-Makers, who 
appeared at different Periods of Time, and wbo always took 
great Care in their ſeveral Compoſitions to anathematize 
and condemn one another, &c. he ſays, Thus Things 
went on in the Chriſtian World for ſeveral Ages, when there 
r a CREED, no- body knew by whom 1t was compo- 
ſed, or from whence it came, that vaſtly exceeded any Thin 


which had ever appeared before under that Title: and to this 


the Author, whoever he was, very cunningly prefixed the 
Name of St. Athanaſius. This Man was in dien Eſtimation 
in the ROMISH Church — They extolled him as one of the 
greateſt of SAINTS, and greedily ſwallowed down an 
Thing which bore his Name. St. Athanaſius's CREE 


| ſoon became the Standard of the true Faith, and every 
Body was taught to ſay, whoſoever will be ſaved muſt above 


all Things believe it thoroughly ; and he who did not, with- 


out doubt ſhould periſh everlaſtingly. All the Learned agree 


that St. Athanaſius, with all his Aſſurance never went ſo 


| out lengths in any damnatory Clauſes: and whether Vigilius, 


1ſhop of Tap/a; or Hilary, Biſhop of Arles; or Vincentius, 
a Monk, of Lerins in Provence, for all theſe are named, or 


any other was the Author of this famous Compoſition, it is 
the moſt wonderful, myſtical and unintelligible, that ever 


was obtruded upon the human Underſtanding.” 

Attempt to explain the Words REASON, 
SUBSTANCE, Sc. p. 96. 1 
| | | 8 


* ” * 
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I have had the Aſſurance to collect to 


TRA 


As CREEDS therefore were in repute fo early, 
and have been of /o long ſtanding in the holy Catholic 
Church, I preſume it will be altogether needleſs for 


me to make any Apology for my Conduct in 


compiling and publiſhing the following, under 


the novel Title of THE CREED OF THE 


ETERNAL GENERATIONISTS. 


I cannot ſay that I much expect the Thanks of 
any of thoſe Gentlemen in Black, for whoſe Benefit 


It 1s principally intended : on the contrary, I am 


rather inchned to believe that ſome of them will 5 
think the Diſcipline of the Horſe-Ihip * a more 


ſuitable Reward for the Labour of ſuch an imper- 


tinent Scribler : or, perhaps 1 may be put to, and 


have a little gentle Correction given me at the 
Car?*s-Tail + by ſome one or other of our Reve- 
rend Doctors of Divinity. 

If it ſhould be aſked, what Reaſon I 1 to 


expect ſuch very unkind Treatment as this, from 
Gentlemen whole real Advantage is profeſſedly 


intended by this Publication? I anſwer, becauſe, 


gether a few, 


out of the almoſt innumerable Contradictions 


which I have found in the Writings of ſome of 


22 This, it muſt be acknowledged, is a carnal Weapon 
conſequently ſuch an one as was never uſed by the Apoſtles; 
(if we may be allowed to credit what Paul ſays to the Corin- 


thians, in his 2 Ep. x. 4.) but notwithſtanding ſuch Weapons 


were deemed very unfit for the Hands of a Chriſtian in the 
Apoſtles days, it is certain that they have ſince been found 
of excellent Advantage to Mother Church, in reducing her 
refractory Sons to the obedience of Faith. 


+ A low vulgar Fhraſe taken up by a modern Divine, 
from a late learned Profeſſor, in one of our Univerſities, 
with Reſpect to the Diſcipline of a certain Biſhop. 


| See Gill's Infant Baptiſm a Part and Pillar of Popery, p. 35. 
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ma 
their Brethren on the ſublime Subject of eternal 
Generation, with a View to enable the enquirin 
Chriſtian to judge of the Truth or Falſhood o 
that Doctrine, which for ſo many Years, and with 
ſo much Ignorance and Zeal has been wrathfully 


- contended for. This is the Crimen Criminum, the 


Crime of Crimes, for which I may expect to feel 
the Rod of their Reſentment. But methinks 
their Time would be much better employed, 


could they prevail with themſelves to fit down 


and attempt a Reconciliation of theſe ſeveral 
Contradictions ; for if Reaſon will tell us that 
not only in natural and moral, but alſo in divine 


Things, there is no ſurer Index of Falſhood than 


Contrariety,” it is not improbable, but that upon 
obſerving how theſe ſeveral Right Reverends 


have contradicted themſelves and one another, 


many who are now ſtrong in the Faith of this 
myſterious Doctrine, giving Glory to their Paſtors, 
by implicitly believing every Thing they are pleaſed 


to aſſert concerning it, will be no longer able to 


hold faſt their Profeſſion of that Faith without 
Favering. 1 

« We cannot follow all, and WG equal 
Authorities, pray which is the Beſt? Fo 


own Word.” 


However, © if theſe Gentlemen are determined 


to be angry in Defence of their Opinions, and 
eÞpreſs for their Sake, let them not bely Chriſt, 
and ſay, it is for him; but let their Paſſions be 
made to anſwer for what nothing but their Paſſions 
can produce.” And they would do well to remem- 
ber, that, (waving every other 8 their 

| „ 'erocity 


r the 
ſame Reaſon that we cannot believe every one of 
them, we need believe zone of them upon their 


** 


RC ᷑ / VVV ĩ nr atv 


j . ³ ] ] Ä!?éô n ß A a hee ol « eK 


. 


* 


; 3 222 ̃˙ U 
3 _— 3 „„! —_— ..... ĩ⅛ͤ v ̃ ĩͤ I IE 
Fe RES e . 8 er 8 OR © ITT bh Ja ens, CONWY” Ds, * 
5 wh Wo” IO S AA o TTIBIRS Rr * 
=> 2 2 BE Se 
K 


* 


earthly and polluted, and then it is fierce and quarrelſome. 


men of this kind of Rhetoric, as delivered from the Pulpit 


a little time ago. 


know not what they ſay, nor whereof they affirm.” 


and evidently 1 upon this falfe Hypotheſis, that to 


early, ſays he, (meaning ſo early as the Days of the Evan- 


L n 3 


Ferocity) * is no very favourable Indication of the 
Truth of the Doctrine they are fo earneſtly con- 
tending. for: for, © When Men contend for 
Truth, they will do it calmly, becauſe they are 
ſure it will ſupport itſelf; but Error, conſcious 
of its own weak Foundation, inſtantly flies for 

ſupport to Rage and Oppreſſion.” _ | 
i Stolding (fays the judicious Mr. Thomas 
Bradbury) is an Evidence that a Perſon comes 
rather for the Plunder of War, than the Succeſs - 
of the Cauſe +.” I hope, therefore, our Orthodox 
Divines will take Care for the Future, when they 
are treating upon this Subject, how they give us 
Occaſion to ſuſpect that they have ſtudied Rhetoric. 
in the Billingſgate Grammar t, for though * 
; | neſs 


* The Wiſdom that is from above is firſt pave, then peaceable- 
The Wiſdom of the Schools is neither; firſt it is muddy, 


Bradbury's Sermon, Vol. I. p. 94. 
+ Ms pu nr: | 8 
I It may not be amiſs to preſent the Reader with a Speci- 


by a very eminent Defender of this Tea and Nay Doctrine, 


After taking Notice, that the only two Perſons of Note 
who expreſſed their Diſſatisfaction of the Doctrine of eternal 
Generation, were a Dutch Profeſſor, about the latter End of 
the laſt Century, and one in the Diſſenting Intereſt in the 
beginning of this, He added, When I fay the only two 
Men, I mean Men of any Character. As for thoſe 2rifling, 
trivial, ignorant Scriblers, I make no Account of them, who 


At another time, when treating upon the ſame Subject, 


deny the rine of eternal Generation is to deny. the 
true and proper Deity of our Lord Jefus Chriſt ; „80 


geliſt John) did Satan begin to play that Game, which he 
purſued for ſome Hundreds of Years afterwards, namely, 


C vii } 


neſs and Incivility may be one Way of anſwering 
a (ſuppoſed) Heretic it will tempt all Mankind to 
think they have got no other. 

by I ſhould 


to deny or bring into Contempt one or other of the Natures 
of Chriſt, either his proper Deity or true Humanity, or to 
attack him in his Perſon, in one Shape or another, and is 
now, in our Day, playing the ſame Game anew, and with 
acceſs too I fear: But he never did, and never will want 
FOOLS among Men to be his Tools to propagate his dia- 
bolical and pernicious Doctrines reſpecting the bleſſed Re- 
. deemer.” | 1 LY 
And at the Cloſe of the ſame edif5ing Diſcourſe: Let 
Men firſt practice upon themſelves, their own Generation 
and Production, and the Union of their Souls and Bodies 
together, and try if they can account for theſe Things, 
before they pretend to practice upon the Nature of God and 
the Generation of the SON and his divine Filiation. Let 
us not bring this down to the Bar of carnal Reaſon; or to 
have it examined, judged, and tried by carnal Generation 
among Men. And ſuch as give themſelves the Liberty to 
ſeoff and jeer at the eternal Generation of the SON, by 
making uſe of Phraſes taken from carnal Generation among 
Men, ſhew a vain Mind, and a rotten Heart.“ 1673 
But let us ſuppoſe now, (for it muſt not be granted) that 
to deny the Doctrine of eternal Generation is to deny the 
true and proper Deity of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. Is calling 
of Names and making Uſe of abuſiue Language the mo/t 
Key Means, in the Opinion of this Gentleman, to conwince 
Gainſayers and put to ſilence the Ignorance of foohſp Men? Is 
this to ſhew in Doctrine Uncorruptneſs, Gravity, Sincerity, 
found Speech, that cannot be condemned, that he that is of à con- 
trary Part may be aſhamed, having no evil Thing to ſay of 
lim? Is this in Meekne/s to inſtruct thoſe that oppoſe themſelves, 
if God peradventure will give them Repentance to the ac- 
knowledging of the Truth ? Surely it 15 not. | | 
I may look upon a Perſon who denies the Divinity of 
Chriſt to be in a Miſtake (ſays good Mr. Bradbury) and 
give him my Reaſons why I cannot come into his Expoſition 
of ſeveral Scriptures; but if I have felt the Power of that 
Reſurrection for which I am pleading, and the Fellowſhip | 
of thoſe ſufferings which I defend with my Arguments, an 
am conformed to that Death which I proclaim abroad, 8 
| I 


> 
4 


On, 
I ſhould be extremely ſorry if, from the R- 


miliar Manner in which I have preſumed to treat 


theſe reverend Gentlemen, any one ſhould ſo far 
miſtake me as to imagine that [ either deſpiſe their 
Perſons, or indiſcriminately contemn the 2 ne 
they deliver; no, I /o account of them as of #he 
Minifters of Chriſt, and Stewards of the Myſteries 
of God (a) and as ſuch I eſteem them very highly 
| E 


will gowern my Temper as well as direct my Notions. I have 
Reaſon to ſuſpect whether my Wiſdom is pure, if it does 
not make me peaceable, gentle, and ea) to l treated. 
When Orthedoxy puts us upon reviling Langunge and cruel 
Imprecations we are only foaming out our own ſhame, 
Seri. Vol. T. p. 39. Os M WS 278 
(a,) 1 Cor. iv. 1. What the Apoſtle here calls the My 
teries of God, in Acts xx. 27. he calls the Coun/tl of God: 
and that by the Coun/el of God we are to underſtand the G 


pel of the Grace of God, is clear from the 24th Verſe, where 
he ſays, that rhe Miniſtry which he received of the Lori 


Jeſus, was to teftify the Gojpel of the Grace of God. Now 
the Doctrines of the Goſpel, as they enter into the Experience 
of the Children of God, may be called the Myferies' of God, 
inaſmuch as they are /ecrer or hidden from the natural Man, 
who receiveth not the Things of the Spirit of God, for they art 
Foolifhneſs unto him, neither can he know them, 'betauſe they art 
ſpiritually diſcerned, 1 Cor. ii. 14. But when a Sinner 18 
quickned and made ſpiritually alive, the u him it 1s 
GIVEN to know the Myfteries' of the Kingdom, Mat, X11. 11. 
Whether he be a Right Reverend Father in God, an 
illiterare country Curate, or a Layman of the meaneſt na- 
tural Capacity; becauſe every Member of the myſtieal 
Body of Chriſt is a Partaker of the /ame Spirit, for 5y one 
Spirit (ſays the Apoſtle) wwe are all baptized into one Body, 


whether we be Jews or Gentiles; whether , are bond or 
free; aud have been all made to drink into the ſame Spirit, 


1 Cor. x11. 13. And it is only the Spirit of God, that 


ſearcheth the deep Things of God for as no Man knoweth the 


Things of a Man, ſave the Spirit of Man, dubich is in him, 
even ſo the Things of God knoweth no Man, but the Spirit of 
God. And one End propoſed to be anſwered by a Man's 
participating of this Spirit is, t he may hnew-the Things 
that are freelyg iven to him of God, 1 Cor. ii. 10o—1 * 
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in love for their Work's Sake (b). But, „Let 
Schoolmen, Doctors, Councils, Aſſemblies of 


Now that the Doctrine of the eternal Generation of 
Chriſt is not one of the My fte ries of God, or a Doctrine of 
the Goſpel of the Grace of God, is evident from what the 
Apoſtle ſays in the 27th Verſe of this 2oth Chapter of Acts, 
for if he did not ſhun to declare unto the Church at 
Epheſus ALL the Counſel of God, and yet never once men- 
tions the Doctrine of eternal Generation, or any Thing like 
It, in any Part of his Epiſtle to that Church; it is evident 
that the Doctrine of Eternal Generation makes 0 part of 
the Counſel of G, And therefore, until it is proved that 
the Apoſtle 4d declare this Doctrine unto them, we deny it 
to be one of the Myſteries of God. We are ready to ac- 
knowledge, however, that it is a MYSTERY : nay, rather 


than merit the Diſpleaſure of theſe learned Gentlemen, we 
will allow it to be MYSTERIUM MYSTERIORUM, 
the Myſtery of Myſteries. But then we beg Leave to 
diſtinguiſh between the My/teries of GOD and the Myſteries 
of the PARSONS. 1 | | 
And really it is very diverting to fee the Difference that 
there is between the Apoſile's Opinion, and the Opinion of 
his Succeſſors. The Apoſtle having ſen: from Miletus to 
Epheſus, and called unto him the Elders of that' Church, 
tells them, that he had kept back nothing that was profitable 
unto them, Ads xx. 24, and yet, as before obſerved, he 
never once mentions the Doctrine of Eternal Generation, or 
any Thing like it, in any Part of his Epiſtle to that Church; 
therefore (even ſuppoſing the him of Eternal Generation, 
did come into his Head) it is very evident, that he did 
not think the Doctrine would be profzable unto them, otker- 

_ wiſe he would not have kept it back, But his Succeſſors, or 
at leaſt one of them tells us, that the Doctrine of the eter- 
nal Generation of Chriſt is a Matter of infinite Moment and 
Concern, and deſerving the fr:4eft Attention and Obſerva- 
tion: An Article of Faith moſt ſurely to be believed. See 

CREED Article 10th. | 2 

Now, either the Apoſtle deceived the Epheſians, or his 
Succeſſors have a mind to deceive us, but 1 have too great 
an Opinion of the Apoſtle's honeſty to believe the former, 
and have had too much Inſight into the holy Trade of 
PRIESTCRAFT to render me very incredulous reſpecting 
the Latter. 

(8) 1 Theſ. v. 13. 


Divines, 


[7-1] 
Divines, Univerſities, Miniſters, propound and 


publiſh what Doctrine they pleaſe, the Sheep! of 
Chriſt, the faithful Flock have power and autho-". 


riy from Chriſt himſelf, to try and judge whe- 
ther the Things they ſpeak be of Chriſt, or of 
themſetves and of Antichriſt: And this Power the 


faithful People ought not to part with, neither for 


any fear, nor for any favour : And had not 
Chriſtian People unchriftianly delivered up their 
Judgment to the Clergy, and that in the very 
highejt Points of Religion, Chriſtianity had not 
been ſo miſcrably blinded and corrupted as it 1s.” 


« If therefore the Queſtion is about any 


Point of Doctrine, we ſhould (as the learned Dr. 


Gill well obſerves “) look into the Scriptures, . 


ſearch them, ſee and read what they ſay, for they 
are profitable for Doctrine (c) for finding it out, 


explaining, confirming, and defending it, theſe 


will tell us whether the Thing in debate is ſo or 
no, and will direct us which Side of thñe Queſti- 
on to take. We are not to be influenced by Men 
of Learning and Wealth. Though theſe ſhould 
be on the other Side of the Queſtion, it ſnould be 
no Stumbling to us: Had this been a Rule to 


be attended to, Chriſtianity had never got Foot- 


* 


ing in the World: It ſhould be no Bias on our 


Minds that ſuch and ſuch a Man of ſo much 
Grace and Excellent Gifts, thought and practiſed 
ſo and ſo; nor ſhould it concern us that the 
greateſt Number is on the oppoſite Side.“ | 

I ſhall not be at all ſurprized if thoſe who have 
been taught to look upon the Doctrine of Eternal 
Generation as a Matter of infinite Moment and 


* Serm. Scriptures the only Guide, p. $. 9. 11. 
te, 2 Tim. uti. 16. 


„ Corn, 


= 


BE US 
3 Concern, ſhould! expreſs their Diſapprobation of 
=— the Manner in which I have treated fo ſerious and 
i 5 intereſting a S abject, as they weakly imagine this 
to be; but let it be remembered, that of how 
much Importance ſoever this Doctrine may ap- 
pear to thoſe who embrace Articles of Faith, 
merely becauſe the Church believes them, it ap- 
pears to me to be (not a cunningh deviſed Fable; 
for if we conſult the ſeveral Articles of the fol- 
lowing Creed, we ſhall find that it is not very cun- 
ningly put together, but) an 0/4 Wie's able, and 
therefore J have treated it in the Manner that all a 
old Wives Fables deſerve to be treated, 
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I. E Jive that JESUS CHRIST i 5s the 
SON of GOD by eternal Generation 


of the Subſtance of the FATHER (a) —yet, We 
believe that the FATHER's Eſſence or Subſtance ' 


is not the Matter out of which he is begotten (5). 
II. Ve believe that JESUS CHRIST is the 
SON o GOD, according to the divine Nature(c) - 


(a) Hoſley' s Glory of Chriſt Unveiled, p. 97. | 
Here one Gentleman poſitively erts what the other as 
poſitively denies; and in a Matter the Belief of which (they 
would perſuade us) is of the /aff Importance. Now as but 


ene of theſe Teſtimonies can be true, a Doubt muſt neceſſarily”. 


ariſe in the Mind of the inquiring Chriftian, which of them 
to believe; which Doubt muſt remain until o of theſe two. 


Gentlemen ſhall have eſtabliſned his own [/a/l:4i/ty, reſpect- f 


ing this Matter. This cannot be expected of the Former, 


becauſe he 15 dead; and when it is done by the Latter, 1 


will venture, in the Name of the whole Body cf Anti-eternal 


Generationiſts to promiſe him, that we will believe every Ab- 


ſurdity which he hath already advanced, or may hereafter ad- 


vance in ſupport of the /ublime Doctrine of eternal Genera- 
tion, as implicitly as a Papiſt believes the Doctrine of Tran- 
Jubſtantiation—And what can any Gentleman way My. | 


deſire more. 


(5) Gill on the Trinity, p. 184. (c) Ibid. p. 154. 


yet, 


* 


Li 14. } 


| >. | | 
—yet, we believe that the divine Nature of the 


SON is no more begotten, than the divine Nature 


of the FATHER (4). 

III. Ve believe that JESUS CHRIST is Le- 
gotten as GOD (e)—yet, we believe that we are 
very wrongly repreſented as holding that the DI 
FVINHY of CHRIST is begotten (FJ). 

IV. We believe that the DIVINE ESSENCE 
neither begets nor is begotten: that the firſt Perſon 
called the FATHER is of none; that the ſecond 
Perſon called the SON is of the FATHER : and 
that the third Perſon called the HOLY GHOST, 
or HOLY SPIRIT, is from the FATHER and 
the SON (g)—yet, we believe that the firſt Way 
of the DIVINE ESSENCE acting upon ITSELF 
produceth the fir fs PERSON, that the ſecond Way 
of its acting upon ITSELF produceth the ſecond 
PERSON, and that the third Way of its acting 
or working n ITSELF produceth the third 
PERSON (hb). 

V. We 


/ 


(4) Gill on the Trinity, p 


Ce Ibid. p. 176.— If he 11 | ti as GOD then he 


cannot zazuraily and necaſarih) Exiſt ; but muſt be a begotren 
GOD, and as ſuch, can be no more the Object of divine 
Worſhip than an Idol of Gold or Silver, Wood or Stone. 

% Ibid. p. 184.—lf his Divinity is not begotten, how. 
then can he be begotten as GOD? Can GOD Exiſt without 
his GOD-HEAD ? or a DIFINE PERSON be without his 
DIVINITY ? . 


(g) Ibid. p. 183. — Norton's Orthodox Evangelitt, p. 


25, 26. 


( Norton- s Orthodox Evangeliſt, p. 24.—How greatly 


are we indebted to our /cholaftic Divines for this important 
Diſcovery, which, but for them, had remained a profound 


Secret unto this very Moment! The Patriarchs and Prophets 
under the Old Teftament Diſpenſation, take no Manner of 


Notice o 2 Nor did our glorious IMMANUEL that great 
PROP ET and incomparable Teacher of the Church, when 


here 


1 | 
V. We believe that the FATHER was not 
Fons Deitatis, or the Fountain of the DEITY “; 


but 


here upon Earth, ſay one Syllable about it; at leaſt not pub- 
licly, and if he ever did Yhifper any ſuch Doctrine into the 
Ears of his Apoſtles, it was certainly very unkind in them 
not to communicate the imfortant Secret to us: The Whole 
of their Writings being intirely ſilent as to this Matter. 


It has been aſſerted (and I have not the leaſt Inclination to 


contradict it) that The Scriptures of the Old and New 
Teſtament are the Word of GOD, and the only Rule of 
Faith and Practice 2. That to the Law and to the Teſtimony, 
if Men ſpeak not according to this 774, it is becauſe there 


is no Light in them; that we ſhould not believe every Spirit, 


but try the Spirits whether they are of GOD; that this 
Trial ſhould be made according to the Word ef GOD; that the 
Scriptures ſhould be ſearched, as they were by the noble 
| Bereans, to ſee whether the Things delivered to Conſidera- 


tion are ſo or no b.“ But if the Behef cf the Doctrine con- 


tained in 277 Article, is infited upon as abſolutely Neceſſary 


to conſtitute the orthodox Chriſtian, how ſtrangely miſtaken 


theſe Perſons appear to be. All that we have now to do, 1s 

at once to give up our Bi#/-s and our Under ſtanding to the 
Prieſts, believe every Thing they ſay, and truſt hem with the 
keeping of our Souls: and then perhaps we may have the 
Happineſs: to travel with en toward the ſame Place that 
Paul and his Companions did when they journeyed from 
Puteoli, Acts xxviii. 14.—ROME. 1 
By DEIZ V ſuppoſe the Doctor means the PERSONS 
of the SON and SPIRIT in the DEITY (for what can be 
the Fountain of the Nature and Eſence of GOD?) and if ſo 
he is undoubtedly in the Right ; eſpecially if what Mr. 
Fohn Norton ſays in the preceeding Article is true, namely, 
that the f Perſon, or FA'THER himſelf, is produced by the 


divine Eſſence, as well as the Perſons of the SON and of 


the HOLY GHOST. But. then how will this Gentleman 
make it appear that the FATHER is f none but is GOD 
of himſelf, when he is ſaid to be produced by the divine E/- 
ſence? That the SON is GOD of him/elf when he is ſaid not 
only to be produced by the divine Efjence, but alſo to be Be- 
_ gotten of the FATHER ? and that the HOLY GHOST is 


2 Gill's Declaration of Faith, &c, Article 1, 
d Gill's Serm. Scrip. Only Guide, &c. p. 9. | 
6; Fs GOD 
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but that as the FATHER is GOD of HIM- 
SELF, fo the SON is GOD of HIMSELF, and 
the SPIRIT is GOD of HIMSELF (i) :—yet- 
Wwe believe that the perſonal Property of the 
FATHER is to beget; that it is the perſonal 
Property of the SON to be begotten ; and that 
the proceeding and coming forth of the HOLY 
GHOST from the FATHER, is not to be 
underſtood of Order and Deſignation only ; but 
of his proceeding and coming forth of the ſame 
Eſſence or Subſtance of the FATHER : proceed- 
ing, ſignifying the Being of one Perſon of an- 
other (&). | 

VI. We believe that if CHRIST bears the 
Character of a SON on account of his being 
the High-Prieſt, or MEDIATOR of the Church, 
he could not be a SON before his Inveſtiture 
with that Office; but it is moſt clear that he 
was: for the Word of the Oath, which was ſince 
the Law, maketh or conſtitutcth the ON an 
High-Prieſt or MEDIATOR ; and therefore he 


GOD of himſelf, when he is ſaid not only to be produced 
by the divine Eſence, but to be from the FATHER, and 
the SN? 0 1 
However, if the Doctor upon à Trial ſhould find the 
Undertaking rather too /aboricus for him, and will con- 
deſcend to apply to thoſe of his learned Brethren, whom 1 
would diſtinguiſh by the Appellation of the Worſhipful Com- 
pany of MYSTERY MONGERS (I mean thoſe Perſons who, 
to ſerve their own particular Purpoſes, are fond of making 
Myfteries of the moſt plain and intelligible Paſſages in the 
Word of GOD) I make no doubt but they will be ver 
ready to lend him a helping Hand; and from their well 
#nown Qualifications to write upon this ſablime up aki what 
22 Abſurdities, glaring Inconſiſtencies, and ownright 
ontradictions may we not expect to lee perfectly reconciled : 
i) Gill on the Trinity, p. 979. 
(#4) Norton's Orthodox Evangeliſt, p. 28—30. Gran- 
-tham's Chriſtianiſmus Primitivus, B. 2. Ch. 2. $. 4.1 


was 


. 
Was a SON Vefore he was a MEDIATOR: 
This is fo clear and illuſtrious a Teſtimony unto: 
the Truth of the SON-SHIP of CHRIST, as a 
_ DIVINE PERSON, that we are perſuaded it 
will be impoſſible for the Wit of Man, by any 
Arts or Shifts, to cloud and enervate its force 
(1) :—yet we believe that it was in the Covenant of 
Grace that CHRIST was conſtituted MEDIA-. 
TOR: if therefore that Covenant once was not; 
it muſt be allowed that ont, CHRIST was not 
the Head of the Elect of GOD ; but ſuch Zlefed 
Divinity ought to be eternally abhorred, as that 
which ſaps the very Foundation of all the Chriſ- 
tian's Faith and Hope (m). 5 
(1) Brine's Serm. Proper Eternity of the divine Decrees, 
&C. p. 14. . 1 | 
n Brin?'s Serm. 1 5 Etern. &c. p. 23. It is to 
be wiſhed (ſays this Gentleman, in a Note p. 22.) that ſome 
Perſons could prevail with themſelves to reſt ſatisfied without 
becoming Authors; eſpecially on ſublime Subjects, which 
they are not qualiſied to write about, and therefore they ex- 
poſe themſelves, and do much Prejudice to the Trut by 
their Publications on ſuch Subjects.“ | ON 
How confident Mr. Brine might be of his own Qualifica- 
tions to write on /ublime Subjects, or what Prejudice he may 
have done to the Truth by the Publication of this Sermon, 1 
pretend not to determine ; but that he has thereby greatly 
expoſed himſelf, is but too evident from the above Article: 
for if Chriſt was a SON Zefore he was made a High-Prieft 
or MEDIATOR, it is very evident that once he was not 
a MEDIATOR: And if once he was not a MEDIATOR, it 
muſt be allowed that on there was no Covenant of Grace 
becauſe it was in that Covenant (this Gentleman ſays) that 
he was conſtituted MEDIATOR. So that Mr. Brine 
bimſelf eftabliſhes Fh wery Divinity which he is pleaſed 
| fneeringhy to diſtinguiſh by the Epithet b/zed, and which, he 
ſays, ought to be eternally abhorred as that which ſaps the 
very Foundation of all the Chriſtian's Faith and Hope. 
And yet, aſtoniſhing as * may ſeem, he humbly hopes 


(p. 33.) 
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VII. Ve believe that JESUS CHRIST was 
anointed as MEDIATOR from all * Eternity; 
that is, he was inveſted with his Office as ſuch 
ku) yet we believe that by conſidering diſtinct- 
ly, and apart, his ſeveral Offices of KING, 
PRIEST and PROPHET, and his Inveſtiture 
into them, we can prove that he exiſted as a 
SON previous to his being the MEDIATOR. 
As to his Kingiy Office, and his Inſtalment into 
that; it is ſaid, Heb. 1. 8. But unto the SON he 

faith, Thy Throne, O GOD, is for ever and ever; 
4 ſcepter of Righteouſneſs is the Scepter of thy 
Kingdom: which Words are directed to CHRIST, 


(p. 33.) that he hath eſtabliſhed the Proper Eternity of the 
MEDIATORIAL Office of CHRIST beyond ſober and 
modeſt Objection! What an inexpreſſible Happineſs. it is to 
be /o well gualifed to write on this /ablime Subjedt ! 

But this Sermon it ſeems was publiſhed at the Requeſt of 
the MINISTERS, as well as others who heard it. (vide 
Title Page.) Quere, Who were thoſe Miniſters, and what 
was their Aim in requeſting the Publication of it? I can 
hardly prevail with myſelf to believe that they meant to 
have their worthy Brother __ himſelf in the Manner he 
has done; and if they judged it to be a /en/ible, judicious, and 
conſiſtent Diſcourſe, and were apprehenſive that it would 
prove a Pillar of Support to their unſcriptural, tottering Doc — 
trine of eternal Generation, it only ſerves. to Demonſtrate. 
that Blindneſs in part hath happened to Iſrael, 

It were greatly to be wiſhed that our zngenious, intelligent, 
Eternal-Generation Gentlemen would condeſcend to tell us 
what they mean when they ſay of ſuch or ſuch a Thing that it 

was done rom Eternity; of others that they were done I Eter- 
nity; and of others that were they done from a/] Eternity. If 
by theſe ſeveral Modes of Expreſſion, the ſame Thing is in- 
tended, then here is a Diſtinctien without a Difference. And if 
different Ideas are intended to be conveyed hereby, let them 
tell us what thoſe Ideas are—if they are able: for it would 
be cruel to inſiſt upon their performing Inpoſſibilities, though 
ſome of them we find have a Krack at that alſo. See 
* Note. | 

(n) Gill on Heb. 3. 9. 


under 


Jo. 


under the Character of he SON; and contain the 
FATHER's ſolemn Inauguration of him into his 
Kingly Office. Concerning his Prie/tly Office, 
we read, that the Law maketh Men High Prieſts 
which have Inſirmity; but the Word of the Oath, 
which was fince the Law, maketh the SON, who 
is conſecrated for evermore : That is, the Word of 
the Oath, or God's eternal Counſel and Cove- 
nant, which hath been made more clear and 
manifeſt /ince the Law was given, maketh the 
SON: What? Not a SON; but maketh the 
SON a PRIEST : it follows then that he was a 
SON before he was a PRIEST; before he was 
_ conſtituted as ſuch, or inveſted with the Prieſtly 
Office. And he was the SON of GOD, previous 
to his Inveſtiture with, Entrance upon, or Diſ- 
charge of his Prophetic Office (o). 


Ce. Gill on the Trinity, p. 166, 167. Here the learned 
Doctor appears to be in the ſame Dilemma with his Cotem- 
porary, Mr. Brine; for if CHRIST was inveſted with his 
Office as MEDIATOR from al! Eternity, how could he be 
a SON rewious to, or before he was a MEDIATOR ? And 
if he was a SON before he was a MEDIATOR, how could 
he be inve/ted with his Office as MEDIATOR from all 
Etermiy,: - . 

For my own Part I readily acknowledge myſelf to be as 
ignorant of this Myſtery, as Nicodemus appears to have been 
of Repensration ; and do humbly apprehend, that none but 
a Perſon properly qualifed to write on this /ublime Subject, 
will ever be able to explain it. | . 

It may be remarked, however, that notwithſtanding Mr. 
Brine hath aſſerted that CHRIST was a SON Gefere he was 
a MEDIATOR, and that his being ſo is fo clear and illaſ- 
trious a Teſtimony unto the Truth of his SONSHIP, as a 
divine Perſon, that it would be impoſſible for the Wit of Man 
by any Arts or Shifts to cloud and enervate its Force; yet 
both himſelf and the learned DoQtor appear to have had 
Vit enough to perform this /uppo/ed Impoſſibility, by aſſert- 

ing that he was inveſted with his Office as a MEDIATOR 


from all Eternity. | 
| ar” VIII. We 


VIII. We believe that P/. ii. 7. Thou art my. 


' SON, this Day have 1 begotten thee, is a Proof of 


CHRIST*s eternal Filiation; and that the 
Phraſe this Day may well be thought to expreſs 
Eternity, which is with GOD an eternal NO 
(p) :—yet we believe that the Scope of this Plalm 
ig not about GOD's Eſſence in any of his Ab- 
{tract Revelation of the SON's Perſon or Sub- 
ſiſtence; that the whole Coherence ſpeaks wide 
of the eternal Generation of the SON ; that 
Eternity is no where ſaid to be a Day; that this 
begetting of him was as a filial MEDIATOR, or as 
a mediatorial SON into his throne : and that the 
Day of ſo begetting him was the proper Day of 
his Exaltation, and open Reign, in the human 
Nature above the Angels (4). 

IX. W½e believe that P/. cx. 3. Of the Womb of 
the early Morning, to thee the Dew of thy Youth, 


may be underſtood of CHRIST his GODHEAD: 


that the FATHER faith unto him, Of the Womb 
(that is, of mine own Eſſence) before the early 
Morning (that is, before the World was) to thee 


was (or thou hadſt) the Dew of thy Youth (or 


Birth): So noting his eternal Generation before 


all Worlds (7): yet we believe that not CHRIST 


humſeif 


{p) Gill on the Trin. p. 181. 

(9) Huſſey's Glo. Chr. Unv. p. 91-94. | 

(r) Ainſworth on Pf. cx. 3.— This reading of the Words 
is taken from the Pialm as inſerted by Ainſworth in his 
Annotations on the Book of Pſalms ; but how unmerciſuily 
is the Text racked and tortured by this learned Expoſitor, to 
make it ſpeak in the glorious Cauſe of eternal Generation! 
Of the Womb of the early Morning, is the expreſs Language of 
the Text, and not of mine own Eſſence, as this Gentleman 
is plcaſed to expound it. Nor does the Text ſay of the 
Womb BEFORE the early Morning ; but of the Wamb OF the 
garly Morning. What ſhuffling is here to perſuade the Chriſ- 


6-0-1 


himſelf is here ſpoken of, but the Multitude of 
People that ould be converted unto CHRIST upon 
the firſt preaching of the Goſpel; very fitly 
compared to the Morning Dew; or more po- 
_ etically to the Dew of the Womb of the Morn- 
ing; both to expreſs the Multitude, who' ſhould, 
as it were, overſpread the Earth, as the Dew 
doth uſe to cover it; and the Manner of their 
heavenly Generation, by the immediate Opera- 
tion of GOD's SPIRIT: And that the Senſe 
given of theſe Words, as formed upon the Sep- 
tuagint, and vulgate Latin Verſions, reſpecting 
the Generation of .CHRIST*s human or divine 
Nature, is without any Foundation in the original 
Text (5). 7 
X. We believe that the Phraſe brought forth | in 
Prov. viii. 24. is to be underſtood of the eternal 
Generation and SONSHIP of CHRIST, and 
that the Repetition of it in ver. 25. is partly to 
ſhew the Importance of it; it being a matter of 
inſinite Moment and Concern, and deſerving the 
feriteſt Attention and Obſervation : and partly to 
ſhew the Certainty of it; the eternal Generation 
of CHRIST being an Article of Faith moſt 
b ſurely to be believed (t)! et we believe that 
I although Prov. viii. 22—30. is a glorious Proof 
5 CHRIST's eternal Exiſtence, it is not ſo 
dlear an one of his eternal SONSHIP. The 
E Phraſes of ſetting up, poſſeſſing, bringing forih, 


Y tian World into the Belief of a whimſical Doctrine which 
4 hath no Foundation either in Rea/on or Rewelation , / Can 
, fuch Perſons ſay with the Apoſtle, 2 Cor. iv. 2. that they 
f | have renounced the hidden Things of DISHONESTY, mot 
1 walking in CRA FTINESS, nor handling the Werd of GON 
4 | Dient: 

be ( Aſſembly's Annot. and Gill on Pf, ex. 3. 

fa 0 Gill on Prov. viii. 24, 25 


EW] 


and bringing up ſeem rather to refer to his Me. 
diatorial Office (u). 

XI. We believe that Prov. xxx. 4. ipal is his 
Name? and what is his SON's Name if thou 
canſt tell? is a Proof of CHRIST's being the 
eternal SON of GOD. What is his Name? that 
is, his Nature and Perfections, which are incom- 
prehenſible and ineffable : And ſecing he has a 
SON of the ſame Nature with him, and _ofſeſſed 
of the ſame Perfections, ſay what is his Nature 
and Perfections alſo? declare his Generation, and 
the Manner of it; his divine Filiation, and in 
what Claſs it is (ww) :—yet we believe that theſe 
Words are ſpoken in another Senſe, viz. if any 
ſuch Man that could gather the Wind in his Fiſts, 
bind the Waters in a Garment, or eftabliſh all the 
Ends of the Earth, ever were in the World, tell 
us ſomewhat of his Generation or Pedigree : if 
alive, and in Being, What is bis Name ? or if 


(u) Gill on the Trin. p. 182. 
(ww) Gill on Prov. xxx. 4.—80 * the Doctor, but the 
Lext ſays nothing at all about Generation or Filiation: for 
even admitting it to have ſome Reference to JEHOVAH the 
FATHER, and his SON JESUS CHRIST, (which I will be 
bold to affirm it has not) and that by the Word NAME we 
are to underſtand NAT URE : the Queltion relates no more 
to the Generation of the one, than it does to the Genera- 
tion of the other. It is not here ſaid, Who can declare his 
Generation, and the Manner of it? . divine Filiation, and 
in what Cla/5 it is; but what is his Nature and Perfections * 
which are incomprehenſible and ineffable :—But Ainſworth 
it ſeems is, in the Opinion of the Doctor, an incomparable 
Author (vide Preface to his Expoſition of Solomon's Song, 
1ſt Edit.); and from the ſhort Specimen he has given us of 
his Abilities to write on this /u5lime Subject, in his Expo- 
Ktion of Pf. cx. 3. we may the more eaſily account for the 
ingenious Turn which the Doctor has given to this Text. | 
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dead, where are any of his Poſterity ? What is 
his SON'S Name if ow canſt tell (x) ? 

XII. Me believe that Jſa. lin. 8. Who ſpall de- 
clare his Generation? is to be underſtood of the 


Generation of CHRIST from Eternity, in regard 
of his GODHEAD (y) :—yet we believe that it 


is not to be underſtood of his divine Generation, 
as the SON of GOD; but of the Age and Men 


of it, in which he lived; whoſe Barbarity to 


him, and Wickedneſs they were guilty of, were 


uch as could not be declared by the Mouth, or 


deſcribed by the Pen of Man (2). 

XIII. We believe that Micah v. 2. Whoſe Geings 
forth have been from of old, from everlaſting, may 
be underſtood of the eternal Generation and SON- 
SHIP of CHRIST, as commonly interpreted 


(a): Het we believe that Micah v. 2. is a ſtrong 


and clear Proof of CHRIST's Eternity, but not 
of his SONSHIP (8). 

XIV. We believe that the divine Generation of 
CHRIST, becauſe of the Excellency and Ineffa- 


bleneſs of it, is expreſed in the plural Number, 


(x) Norton's Orthod. Ev. p. 38. Aſemb, Annot. on 
Prov. xxx. 4. 

6 Aſſemb. Annot. on Iſa. lin. 8.— This does not ap- 
pear to be the Judgment of the Aſſembly of Divines, whoſe 
Annotations are here referred to; but inaſmuch as they 
have therein aſſerted that ſome do-ſo underſtand this Paſ- 


ſage; and not only they, but the learned Dr. Gill, in his 
Treatiſe on the Trinity, p. 183. fays, that moſt 'of the. 
Antients underftood this of the eternal Generation of 


CHRIST, I think I have ſufficient Authority for ſetting 
it down as an Article in this nen. and ——— 
CREED. 

2 Gill on Ia. lit. 8 

{a) Gill on Micah, v. 2. 

(6) Gill on the T unity, p. 182. 


Goings 


P00 os | 
as 9 2 3 


Foy 
Un Tn or egnen; N : —— — 
r wum PAY ops «£7 To * 92 bo 
WV” a * X 5 Wes * 8 ate. 2 
r © IN Co GC ˙ AE Ea a6 $ 
"oy ed 8 27 2 8 A Roe, 7 * 
1 2 2 — 2 . E 


— 4 
— D— 1 
E ˙ the 
n 
_ E 8 yh 5 7 
- * * 


SE” > 
Q 


tal 


Goings forth (c) yet we believe that the Phraſe 
Bis Gomes forth, denotes more Ads than one; and 
cannot intend the FATHER's begetting of the 
A.. ĩðͤÄ co. N 38 
XV. We believe that John i. 14. We bebeld bis 
Glory (the Glory as of the only begotten of the 
#A7HER), is to be underſtood of the Glory 
of the divine Nature which is eſſential to him, 
and underived, 1s equal to his FATHER's 
Glory, is tranſcendent to all creatures, and is 
ineffable and incomprehenſible (e): yet we be- 
lieve that it could not be the efſential Glory of the 
6ODHEADof CHRIST, for the Apoſtles openly 
ſaw it, (as the Word ſignifies) and therefore it 
is not meant of the Glory of that GODHEAD 
elf, which is inviſible; but of thoſe glorious 
Perfections that dwell in his PERSON; as 


c) Gill on Micah v. 2. N 1 | 
a) Gill on the Trinity, p. 182.—It is a very judicious 
Remark made by the Dr. in his Sermon, Form of ſound 
Words, &C. p. 11. that “ If Miniſters, when they have form- 
« ed and digeſted from Scripture a Scheme, a Syſtem of 
« Goſpel-Truths, would be careful to ſay nothing contrary to 
« jt, there would not be that want of Conſiſtency, juſtly com- 
« plained of in the preſent Miniſtry in common, nor that Con- 
« fuſion in the Minds of Hearers.” But leſt any one ſhould 
preſume to charge the Doctor with contradicting, in any 
part of this Article, that Scheme or Syſtem of Goſpel- Truths, 
which he hath formed and digeſted from Scripture, (in the 
common Acceptation of the Term) be it remembered, that 
this eternal Generation- Scheme (whatever is pretended of 
it) is deſtitute both of Truth and of common Senſe ; nor can 
it be ſaid, to be formed and digeſted from Scripture in any 
other Senſe than as ſome of our b/undering Divines, and 
raw Academics may be ſaid to diſcourſe from a Text ;—that 
is, azvay from it. | 


{e) Gill on John i. 14. 


Halineſs, 


1 


Holineſs, Wiſdom, &c. for it follows, full of Grace 


aud Truth (F). 


XVI. We believe, that in John v. 26. where it 


is ſaid, As the FATHER hath Life in bimſelf, ſe 
bath be given ta the SON to have Life in him nas 
this Doctrine of the eternal Generation o 


SON, of the Eſſence of the FATHER is ex- 
preſsly taught us (g) :—yet we belicve that the 


SON has Life in himſelf efentially, originally, and 
inderivatively as the FATHER has, being equally 
the Living GOD, the Fountain of Life and Do- 
nor of it as wa and therefore this is zot a Life 
which he gives or communicates to him; but 


eternal Life 4 i8 9 the one gives, and the other 


receives according to the OEconomy of Salvation 


ſettled between them (). 


XVII. We believe that when CHRIST 1 is called 
the firſt-born of every Creature, Col. 1. 15. the 
Senſe either is that he was begotten of the FA- 
THER in a Manner inconceivable and inexpreſ- 
ible by Men, before any Creature was in Be- 
ing: or that he is the firſt Parent, or Bringer 
forth of every Creature into Being (7) ;—yet we 
believe that 1s ſpoken of him, as he is admitted 
into the Catalogue or Society of Creatures as his 


Fellows, into their Number, or as he is become 
_ one of them. It is ſpoken of him in reſpect of 
Predeſtination, not of his eternal Generation (K). 


XVIII. Ve believe that the Term Image, Col. 


1, 15. is to be underſtood of CHRIST as the 


{f) Goodwin's Works, Vol. I. p- 104. 

(2) Huſſey's Glory of Chriſt Unv. p. 97. 
% Gill on John v. 26. 

(i) Gill on Col. i. 15. 

6 Goodwin's Works Vol. II. p. 110, 111. 


* ſecond 


A 


ſecond Perſon, of SON of GOD, in wich Senſe 


he is the Hatural, eſentisl, and eternal Image of 
his FATHER (0. yet we believe that it 13 not 
to be underſtood of the GODMHEAD, 'or- Perſop 
of CHRIST, who conſidered” ſimply” a8 ſecond 
Perſon, is in himſelf as inviliple as the OO. 
HEAD of the Perfon of the 'FATHER ;, but 
that he is ſuch an Image as makes the GOD- 
HEAD, which is in itſelf” 715//ble, or incompre- 
henfible, to be. manifeſt and viſible * for that is 
the End of an Image; namely, to hold forth a 
Thing, to make it apparent to the View, which 
otherwiſe is not ſeen. It is in CHRIST 4s 
Man united unto the. ſecond Perſon, that there is 
a Reſultance, an Edition of the GOPHEAD, 

in all the Perfections of it (). 

XIX. We believe that the SON of 605 may 
be called Ihe Brightneſs, or ſent-forth Lie ght / hys 
FAT HER's Glory, 1 in reſpect of his Dey whete- 


Generation, viz. No] It was from his 7 1 
and alſo his Conſubſtantiality with the FATHER; 
that is, that he is of the ſame Fſſenct with bim 
(2) yet we believe that Heb. i. 3. The Bright- 
neſs of his FAT HER's Glory, and the expreſs 
Image of his Perſon, is applied by the Apoſtle to 
CHRIST, as he was MAN; namely, as he was 
appointed Heir of all: which Phrale,” as he is 
merely ſecond Perſon, might not be uſed of him; 
for fo he is Heres Natus; not conſtitutus, :pppointed 
Heir, but begotten. Now as the Nuys > or Beams 


{7) Gill on Col. i. > 
m) Goodwin's ny Vol. . M. p. 104. 


029 Aſſemb. Annot. on Heb. i. 3. 


of 
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of this Sun ale but the Efrufto ons Ahd Ee 8 


Sun itſelf, and ſo far inferior to the” ſubſtantial 
* Body of it; fo this Image or Shine o 
GODHEAD's Glory in the MANHOOD 
be CHRIST j is but an Effect; and ſo far 4 
Kor to that eſſential Glory which, as ſecond Bes- 
ſyn, he 3 of in common with 35 FA- 
T. R (). | 8 \ 1 


Pax 8 [1 * 8 
e 3 e tries 1174 
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So mtich for this extraihdinary. and wonder ff : 
| any. the Articles of which I could multi- 
P hy almoſt d infinitum. But as 1 would not 
Willingly burden the Memory of our E ternal- 
Genkration- Gentlemen (which it ſeems is v 
treacherous) with more than is abſolutely, We 
ccHaty to put them into a Capacity of givin 
n Vnſtoer 10 every Man that 7222 them a Reafon 
"bf ' the Hope that is in them reſpecting this ſublime 
Doctrine F ſhall break off here, leſt when they 

are called upon to ſay ther” Catechiſm, (as the 
School boys phraſe it) they ſhould not be/ ate, 
with: Reputation to themſelves, and Advantage 
to the Audience to eben the ANicles 5380 their 

Belief. TS. 

Upon the whale if Dette 65 muſſ 80 
before Conviction, and Cofiviction before Aſſent, >, 
'T Would only beg leave to aſk whether it is nor 
highly «:reafonable for: any Man or Sett of Men 
whatever, either to demand, or to be angry with 
us, becauſe we cannot {conſiſtent with a good 
Gonfſeience) give our Aſſent to the Doctrine of 
\ reveal Genefation, che Bund of which, no one 


2 eee Works Vol. II. P: "os 


_ ever 


„ 


ever yet did, nor I am perſuaded ever will be 
W able to demonſtrate. | 

— However, if any of the learned Gentlemen, 

who are Advocates for this Doctrine, have any 

thing further to offer in Support of it, I ſhall 

carefully attend to it; and promiſe, upon Con- 

viction, to make a public | ox wand rage of 

my Miſtake; but I hope it will be more to the 

Purpoſe than their Pulpit Effuſions; otherwiſe 

they may aſſure themſelves, I ſhall continue to 

believe that I may be ſaved without holding this 

ridiculous Article of the Catholic Faith, not- 

| withſtanding all that Sr. Athanaſius, or any 

* other Saint hath ſaid, or may ſay to the 
contrary, 1 | 

But left from the Circumſtance of my Diſbe- 

| Hef of the Doctrine of Eternal Generation, I 

ſhould be very ungenerouſly ranked by theſe 

. Orthodox Divines amongſt © the whole Herd 

of Antitrinitarians; I think it incumbent upon 

me to declare, that I believe there are three that 

bear Record in Heaven, the FATHER, the 

WORD, and the HOLY GHOST, and theſe Three 

are ONE, 1 John v. 7. But if I am enquired 

of, whether they are three Modes, Operations, or 

infinite Minds : I anſwer with the judicious Mr, 

Thomas Bradbury (Serm. Vol. I. pag. 306.) that 

* « theſe are Words which the Scripture hath not 

given me, and therefore I have nothing to ſay 

1 to them. If the Queſtion is, Whether they are 

1 three? 1 can anſwer, yes. If I am aſked whe- 

111 ther they are three Gods? I muſt ſay no; but 

bow they are three, and how they are one, I 


See Gill's Serm, Form of found Words, p. 14. j 
'0 


do not pretend to tell” And 1 ſubent it to 
ſerious Conſideration of theſe Gentlemen, he. 
ther it would not be better for them at once 5 
make the ſame honeff Declaration; than by at- 
tempting to explain that which will remain for 
ever inexplicable; perplex themſelves, confound 
their Hearers, and ftrengthen the Hands of Unbe- 
lievers and Infidels. 
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